REMARKS 


The rejection of elected claims 1-2 and 5-6 under 35 USC 102 for anticipation by the 
cited Lee patent is traversed by the coil of claims 1 and 5 wound in a space inside two 
extended parts and in a space 33e between the two extended parts as shown in Fig. 2 and 
described in the paragraph bridging pages 9 and 10 of the specification, for example. Fig. 3 
of the patent shows no such coil between extended parts, and the patent describes none. 

As claims can be rejected for anticipation only if the claimed invention is found in the 
reference, and it is not in this case, the rejection is traversed, which is not surprising, since the 
patent is also the applicant's. 

The rejection for anticipation should not be converted into one for obviousness, 
because the claimed difference of that additional "between" coil increases the magnetic flux. 
No way of doing this is disclosed or suggested in the patent. 

Reconsideration and allowance are, therefore, requested. 
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